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[Translated for the Jesuit. ] 
CHAPTER VIL. 
OF THE DEPOSITARIES OF AUTHORITY 
IN THE CHURCH. 
XV. 

There are only two lawful missions ; the one ex- 
traordinary, which proceeds immediately from God, 
as the mission of Moses and of Jesus Christ: the 
other ordinary, which proceeds from lawful Pastors, 
as the mission of Catliolic Bishops, conferred by the 
Pope. Whoever pretends to be a Bishop, and has | 
not received one or other of these two missions, is 
an impostor. 

XV1. 

An extraordinary mission, say the Fathers, should 
be proved by divine works. ‘* Has Novatien spoken 
in divers tongues,” inquired St. Pacian? “Has he 
prophecied ! raised the dead to life? For,” says 
he, “he should have performed some one of these 
extraordinary works before he undertook to preach 
a new gospel.” —Pacianus, Epist. ad Sympron. Who- 
ever comes in the name or under the authority of 
another, does not pretend to claim belief upon his 
single testimony, ( Tertul.) he produces his proofs: 
thus Moses and Jesus Christ proved by the most stu- 
pendous prodigies, we were sent by God. 

XVILE. 


Ordinary mission is proved by an uninterrupted 
y | 4 | 


succession, which goes back to the Apostles whom Je- | 


sus Christ sent. No one can be a Bishop or a Min- 
ister in the Catholic Church, without a succession. 
He who is born of himself is profane—is a stranger 
whom the Church of Jesus Christ knows not. 


XVIII. 


Luther and Calvin had not an ordinary mission, | 


since they broke the unity by raising altar against 
altar, chair against chair. If they had an extraor- 
dinary mission, where are their miracles ? If, how- 
ever, they were commissioned by the divinity to re- 
form the christian world, they should produce the 
titles of their commission. We are not obliged to 
believe them upon their word ; otherwise we should 
be bound to believe every impostor. Now, we read 
no where in history that they ever wrought mira- 
cles. In vain is it attempted to cite the rapid pro- 
gress which their doctrine made, as a kind of mira- 


cle: it was nothing more than the effect of passion. || 


It is nothing wonderful for numbers of people to 
suffer themselves to be seduced by that kind of preach- 
ing which favors cupidity, such as that of these new 
Apostles was. Luther and Calvin have only given 
false Pastors. 

XIX. 

“Obey your Prelates and be subject to them.— 
For they watch as being to render an account of 
your souls: that they may do this with joy, and not 
with grief. For this is not expedient for you.”— 
Hebrews, 13, 17. You cannot help going astray, if 
you refuse the hand of the guides whom God has 
given to direct you in the wiys of eternity. 

* Again, Christians, obey your Bishops, as Jesus 
Christ obeyed his Father.—St. Ignat. ad. symp. n. 
8. Sheep, follow your Shepherd, (St. Ignat. Epist. 
ad Philad. n. 2,) and consider him as the father of 
your soul; never desert him.”—St. Jerom. Epist. 
ad Nepotianun de vita cleric. and sacerdot. But you 
will say, if the instructions of the shepherd accord 
not with his morals, what are we todo?) Remem- 
ber that he is seated upon the chair of the Apostles ; 
(Matt. c. 23, v. %, 3) do as he directs you, but imi- 
tate not his conduct. Authority should be respected 
even in those who dishonor it by their misconduct. 

XXI. 

The submission which is due to Bishops has its 
limits, rationabile obsequium : We should never obey 
in what is sinful.— St. Greg. Mag. lib. 35, mor. cap. 
12. When God commands one thing, and man ano- 
ther, there is no room to’ doubt: it is better to obey 
God than men. If then a Bishop were to withdraw 
from the Pope in order to teach a new doctrine, and 
endeavors by his authority, to lead you into error, 
turn a deaf ear to his discourses, as to a seducer, 


| and remain firmly attached to unity.—St. Aug. 


, the communion of the faithful. 
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1 XXII. 


The church can drive sinners out of her body 
whenever she thinks proper, and deprive them, in 
whole, or in part, of the spiritual goods attached to 
Can a right, in- 
herent in every body politic, be denied a society 
which has been instituted by wisdom itself, of ex- 
cluding from its bosom refractory members, refus- 
ing submission to her authority, and of depriving 
them of the advantages attached to them as citi- 
zens ? 

XXIII. 

The act, by which the church exercises this power, 
is called excommunication ; and the sinner punished 
by this censure, one excommunicated. The Church 
distinguishes two sorts of ‘excommunications: the 
first, which is called greater, cuts the sinner off from 
the body of the church, in such a manner, taat he 
can neither administer nor receive the sacraments, 
nor assist at the divine offices, nor perform any Ee- 
clesiastical function. It is of thiskind of excommu- 

nication these words of Jesus Christ are to be under- 
stood: “ Let him be to thee as a heathen and a pub- 
‘lican.”” (Matt. c. 18, v.17.) The other which is 
| ealled minor, only deprives the sinner of the passive 
| participation in the sacraments, and of the right of 
| being elected and presented to a benefice or ecclesi- 
| astical dignity, without depriving him of the power 
| of administering the sacraments, of electing, or pre- 
senting a person to a dignity or a benefice. 

XXIV. 

The canon Jaw forbids all communication with a 
| denounced excOMmunicated person, to salute him, 
to pray for him, to work and to eat with him. (Si 
pro delictis, &c.) But it exeepts the following 
cases, which are, Ist, the means of procuring his 
conversion; 2dly, the obligations of marriage ; 3dly, 
that Of a son towards his father, of a domestic to- 
wards his master, and in certain cases, of a vassal 
towards his lord; 4thly, the ignorance one may be 
under respecting the excommunication; 5thly. in 
short, the indispensable necessity of treating with an 
| excommunicated person. 

XXV. 

Many reasons induce the church to use the power 
| conferred on her by Jesus Christ of excommunicat- 
ling rebellious sinners: Ist, the honor of God, that 
Pagans and Infidels may not have it in their power 
to say that the Christian religion favors crime : 2dly, 
the maintaining of ecclesiastical discipline, by driv- 
| ing out of the church those who will not submit to 
|| her: 3dly, the preservation of good morals, that the 
faithful may not be corrupted by the evil example 
of him who deserves to be cut off from her society : 
Athly, the conversion, and salvation of the sinner, to 
bring him back to a sense of his duty. The inten- 
tion of the church is not to destroy the guilty, by 
empleying this power, but to convert them. 














[Krom the Truth Teller.] 
TO DR. BROWNLEE. 
PASTOR OF THE MIDDLE DUTCH CHURCH —[No. 10.] 

For behold I have made thee a Little one, p¥sPICABLE among 
men. Thy arrogancy hath deceived thee and the pride of thy 
heart. Jer. 49—15, 16. 

Rev. Sirn—In our last letter certain remarks were 
expressed bearing on those edifying dispositions of 
mind produced by the consciousness of defeat in in- 
tellectual strife. Their phi'osophy is true to human 
nature. You have proved it. To elucidate their 
truth no deep research is required, no recondite pas- 
sages from the learning of antiquity need be culled. 
Every thing abounds in your ULTRA Last even to the 
palling rankness of Juxuriance. In your last, vou, 
the intimate with the ‘ Hebrew and Greek of the 
Holy Ghost,’ have out-Brownleed Brownlee. The 
merit is great, and only a Brownlee could have 
achieved it—only the Brownlee of letter No. -10 
could have transcended the Brownlee of No.9. Can 

_a deeper sink be fathomed? * Abvss calls on abyss !’ 
—Will the minister of the Middle Dutch Church 
obey the unearthly summoning? Will he meet at 
Philippi? 

It was supposed by the enlightened and shrewd 
‘among your ‘christian public,’ and by the ‘highly 
intelligent’ among your ‘ virtuous ladies,’ that there 
|| was a recklessness of public feeling, a contempt for 
| public opinion, displayed in your No..9, that could 
| not be surpassed—it was believed that it furnished to 
|| reflecting minds those proofs of utter disregard for 
| your own private honor and worth as a man, that 





could not be made darker or more damning—yet, it 
must now be admitted that conjecture and judgment 





| have failed in fixing limits to your many excellencies. 


Your strides in passing through the superlative de- 
grees of unenviable distinction have been rapid and 
gigantic. To name a goal where progress should 
stop must not in future be atteunpted—it would be 
unjust. Interference with propensities whith, evie 
dently, are satiated with indulgence only of the rank- 
est kind, would not merely be injudicious but des- 
potic. The liberty of conscience conferred by your 
‘ever blessed Reformation’ must not be checked or 
controlled. 

Still, though as you advance, a something, more 
crude and more abortive, more mishapen and more 
rsonstrous in form and Jiueament than your No. 10, 
may claim you as its parent, your unrivalled Last 
will serve every purpose of illustrative reference. if 
the urbanity, politeness, and honor characteristi¢e of 
the * Gentleman, the logical precision, classical 
phrase and eritical accuracy that denote the * Wri- 
ter,’ be required, seek them in preacher Brownlee’s 
letter No. 10. H the charity which is not of earth, 
which is not the ‘tinkling of the eymbal,—if the 
love, even of enemy, which is commanded by the gos- 
pel of Jesus Christ—if zeal, unlike to that oozing 
out darkly from the dark heart of the fanatic—if the 
liberality which knows not the blasting creed of the 
bigot, if the generosity which disowns kindred with 
selfishness, if the manliness which scathes the cow- 
ard, ifthe purity of mind which shrinks from contact 
with obscure allusion, and shudders at the thought 
of recommending an immoral tale, if this, all this, be 
the subject of your search, religious reader, become 
familiar with preacher Brownlee’s Letter No. 10— 

‘ Nocturna versate manu, versate diurna.’ 

But, Rev. Preacher of the Middle Dutch Church, 
| prodigality in compliment must not he too far in- 
dulged. It might introduce an earthly alloy into 
that christian humility for which you are so emi- 
nently distinguished, though the words of the Pro- 
phet Jeremias used as the heading to this letter say, 
‘thy arrogancy hath deceived thee und the pride of 
thy heart.’ As we would not willingly be burthened 
with the guilt of corrupting your humility by over- 
strained eulogy, as we would not, for worlds, incur 
the displeasure of your ‘ virtuous ladies’ by warring 
against a virtue, which they, imitating the example 
of their saintly director, cultivate, we must indulge 
you in the ascetic bias you so ardently cherish, and 
plainly, not rudely, affirm, you have been totally de- 
feated on your rule of faith and judge of controver- 
sies. The consciousness of this defeat is evident, 
claringly visible, in every paragraph of your Last. 
There are the acerbity of mind, the sourness of 
temper, the sullenness of disposition, the reckless- 
ness of truth, the indifference to character, the une 
blushing assertion, the faithlessness in citing authoe 
rity, the wilfulness that would inflict injury and the 
suggestion that would affix stain to character, which 

| ever have been the last resources of ungenerous 
minds when writhing under disgrace, defeat, and 

| overthrow—when tortured by the worm that never 
dies. Every line is penned asif the staining liquid 
were a gall-drop, and in every one there is the ago- 
nized energy that woyld drink hope from the lees 
of despair. The mind from which the last letter of 
our polemic adversary has emanated, is, evidently, 
not at rest, not in peace. It is the home of vexa- 
tion, and sorrow, and grief. It is the abode of a 
spirit not unlike that which uttered the lost arche 
angel’s words, when he lay 





~ ‘ O’erwhemed 
With floods and whirlwinds of tempestuous fire.’ 


‘ What though the field be lost! 
All is not lost ; th’ unconquerable will, 
And study of revenge, and mortal hate !’ 
| Could the ‘ cnatteNer’ be recalled it would not 
‘again be proclaimed. There must be bitterness of 
heart and woe of soul when the rankling thought 
blasts the memory and whispers of the reputation 
forfeited. What! I who ama Preacher in the Mid- 
dle Dutch Church; I who am a ‘ GenTLeMaN,’— 
the very Chesterfield of ‘ virtuous Jadies ;’ 1 who 
have dubbed myself their ‘ Warrrer’ and recum- 
/mended the obscene fiction— Lorette ;’ I who am 
\familiar with the ‘ Hebrew and Greek of the Holy 
Ghost ;’ I. who am profoundly versed in the Graca 
|Masora; I, I, I——defeated, overthrown, routed, 
in proving my own Protestant rule of faith! !! Ha, 
|this is worse than a pitch and brimstone patch on 
| my hard earned fame! I can prove my rule of faith 
| from the Forum of the Protestant Association, from 









the pulpit in the Chatham-street Chapel, and am 
honored with the cheers of my faithful Calvinists— 
they say my assertions are logical and theological! 
I can prove my dear Protestant rule of faith and 
descant on the ‘glorious liberty of conscience se- 
cured by the ever blessed Reformation,’ and receive 
the approval of an enlightened flock, and the con- 
soling praise of my ‘wirtuous ladies.’ | can prove 
the Bible to be the word of. God, merely by saying, 
‘see Bishop Newton,’ and my enlightened ‘ friends’ 
are lost in admiration at the profundity of my argu- 
ment! I can prove the Bible to be the word of God 
on the external evidence of miracles performed by 
the inspired Writers, and, assert, without the torture 
of contradiction, that ‘St. Austin saw some mira- 
cles wrought in his time by inspired writers!’ I can | 
assert that ‘not one sentence of Scripture is lost,’ | 
though St. Paul has written epistles to the Colos- 

sians and Corinthians, which now do not exist, yet my 

‘christian public’ do not doubt the honest truth of 
my words! I can assert the Bible is not obscure, 

‘that he may run who readeth it,’ and, though St. 

Peter says it is, and that ‘ many wrest it to their own 

damnation,’ yet I am treated by the members of the 

Middle Dutch Church as a Preacher having truth on 

my lips—I am honored as a ‘GENTLEMAN,’ my au-| 
thority is admitted, and St. Peter’s rejected. In| 
short, I may repeat what I please, invent what I | 
please, assert what I please, in the Protestant Asso- 

ciation or the pulpit of my own Middle Dutch Church, | 





and I am believed, admired, bonored—but those vil- || published under the care of Melancthon, the friend | 
lanous Priests whom I ‘ cuaLteNncep,’ demand proofs || and disciple of Luther. 
ed in the year 1545—a short time before the great, 
We refer also to the Protestant | 
Buck’s Theological Dictionary, and | 


for every thing! I cannot indulge in the most in- | 
nocent assertion but a proof is arrogantly required, | 


and this proof, forsooth, must be clad in the rusty |) authorities, 


and old fashioned armor called by school-men a— | 
syllogism. If I quote a line from Skakspeare, that | 
villain and Deist, Fergus Mac Alpin, and his infidel | 
Brotherhood of the Sheet Anchor Tavern chuckle | 
over my innocent profanity, and tell me to keep 

within the limits of my ‘ Hebrew and Greek of the 

Holy Ghost.’ They exhibit me like a bear at a 

stake, pervert my own Scripture text, and, insult-| 
ingly say, they have got the ‘hook in my nose.’ In| 
stating my rule of faith, I told the Priests the Scrip- | 
tures were not obscure, but like Deists and infidels 

they mock me, and ridicule my excellent system of 
‘parallel passages ;’ and, in my very teeth, affirm. 
it is obscure. Evidently, they are Deists. I proved | 
the Bible to be the word of God, but they say, my 

*see Bishop Newton’ is no logical form of demon- 

stration, that it would disgrace a school boy. I be-. 
lieve and assert it is logical, and their denial of its | 
great merit is a proof of their Deism. I said their 

own writers had written of St. Patrick and St. Den- 

nis, that the former sailed to Ireland ona mill-stone, 

and the latter carried his head under his arm after | 
having been beheaded? This they have also derid- 

ed, and their derision is a plain, downright proof that 

they are Deists!!! What, then, am Ito do? I 
give the villanous and Deistical Priests proofs, but 

they flout them—if I honor them with syllogism they 

will dispute about the distribution of the proposi- | 
tions, and then say, I have not established my rule 

of faith and final judge of controversies ! ! ! 

Your present situation, Rey. Preacher, claims the 
compassion of your friends ; and had you conducted 
the present controversy with any fairness or atten- 
tion to the common forms of honesty, the compas- 
sion of your opponents would, ere now, have eased 
the tortures you endure from exhibition before your 
‘christian public and virtuous ladies.’ Had you dis- 
played a sensitiveness of the degredation you had 
incurred by proclaiming a thrasonical ‘ CHALLENGE’ 
to the Catholic Priests of New-York, and your ina- 
bility to prove or defend your rule of faith, your op- 
ponents would have pitied you, and on the publica- | 
tion of your third letter would have retired from a 
literary contest, where, it was evident, victory could 
not confer honor. But you assumed a knowledge | 
you did not possess, and this assumed knowledge 
you labored to pawn on your ‘christian public’ by 
every form of slander and ribald invective against 
the Catholic religion. Hence, the character which | 
you have enacted since the commencement of the 
present controversy required the visitation of a se- 
vere justice. 
tion of learning has been exposed, your proofs of | 
your rule of faith would dishoner a school boy, your | 
citations from Catholic authors are false, you intro- | 
duced a thousand matters irrelevant to the real ques- | 
tion at issue, you appealed to the base passions and | 
prejudices of the ignorant among the Calvinistic | 
community, you shunned the‘ form of sound words,’ 
insult has been your substitute for argument—it is, 
then, not strange that your mortifications should be 
many, and the torture of your soul galling and cor- | 
rosive. Your letters Nos. 9 and 10 are the fruits of | 
this torture. | 

In your letter No. 10 there are but two items that | 
merit the most trivial notice ; one referring to Lu- 
ther’s rejection of the epistle of St. James—the other | 
referring to the Pope’s sanction of the Bible. 





You have been humbled, your assump- |, 


THE JESUIT. 


thus write—‘ You gravely asserted that Luther re- 
jected the epistle of St. James, &c. This I sot- 
‘eMNLY Deny !'"—Compare this passage with your 
words above cited from your last letter, and mark 
‘the contradiction. In your letter No. 3, you ‘sol- 
-emnly deny’ that Luther rejected the epistle of St. 
‘James, and, in your last letter you write, that ‘ Lu- 
| ther, when more illumined, &c. did admit it.’ ; Now, 
to admit a thing when more illumined, is equivalent 
to saying the thing admitted was at some time re- 
jected. Thou Preacher in the Middle Dutch Church 
_pray to your interior Spirit that you may avoid the 
‘ruinous sin of contradiction. Luther admitted and 
did not admit the Epistle of St. James! This is the 
‘inference from your words. You refer to Wolfius 
and Fabricius for the existence of the Epistle in 
‘ Luther’s German Bible.’ You should have writ- 
‘ten, what is named Luther’s German Bible. The 
distinction, it is hoped, you comprehend. In the 


| Jatter editions of Luther’s German Bible the Epistle | 
‘of St. James was received by the Lutherans, but || 
even in those it is ranked as of the second order only. | 


| Gerardus, the Lutheran theologian and professor at 
| Jena in the year 1600 writes in his work, ‘ De Locis 


| Theologicis,’ Loc. 1, N. 279, fol. 291, and in ex-| 


press terms, that in the later editions of Luther’s 
Bible, the sentence was omitted in which Luther in- 


‘sults St. James’ Epistle with the word chaffy (stra- | 
Again we refer as a proof of our asser- | 


mineam ). 
tion, to the Wittemberg edition of Luther’s works 


This edition was commenc- 
Reformer’s death. 


Adam’s ‘ View of all religions,’ article Lutherans. 
If the Preacher in the Middle Dutch Church will 


consult his ‘hongst John Wesley,’ he will find a 


slight hint on this topic. 
Your translation of the term transeat, Rev. Preach- 
er, betrays an ignorance of its scholastic meaning. 


Take it again to your thoughts. You say the ‘ Doway 


Bible is unauthorized by the Pope and Church ;’ 
and this is the inference you deduce from your ig- 
norance of the scholastic term proposed to you!!! 
The Doway Bible printed by Mr. John Doyle in this 


city has been approved by the Catholic Bishop of || and intricate ? 


New York, and by the Bishop of South Carolina. 
It was printed from a copy of the Doway Bible ap- 
proved by the Catholic Bishop of Dublin. 
ble printed in Philadelphia was approved by the 
Bishop of that city. 


in England, and what they and the other Bishops 


approve and sanction is authorized by the Pope, for | 


they, immediately under the Pope, are the guardi- 
ans of the Catholic Religion. Will you again repeat 
to the members of the Middle Dutch church and 
your ‘christian public’ this slander and falsehood ? 
We now enter on your judge of controversies. 


It is a well known fact, Rev. preacher, that from | 


the days of the Apostles to the present, there have 
been controversies about the true and genuine sense 
of Scripture. We shall, for brevity sake, pass by 
those that existed in the time of Arius, Macedonius, 
Donatus, and other ancient Heretics, and will no- 


tice only a few out of the many that have arisen | 


since the days of your ‘ ever glorious reformation.’ 

Ist. How are the following words of Christ to be 
understood—* This is my body 
understand them thus—‘ This bread is my body.’— 
The Calvinists understand them in this way—* This 
bread is a sign of my body.’ The Catholics differ 
from both. 

2d How are we to understand the following words 
found in the 3d_c. of John, v. 5, ‘Unless a man be 
born again of water and the spirit, he cannoteenter 
into the kingdom of God. The Catholics and Lu- 


therans understand thereby the necessity of baptism | 


;with water. The Calvinists deny this. 

3d. What was the meaning of Christ when he 
spoke these words to the young man mentioned by 
St. Matthew. ‘Ifthou wilt enter into life keep the 
commandments.” Calvin says they were spoken in 
jest. The Catholics hold they have been spoken in 
| earnest. 


chalice, when he says, ‘ Drink ye all of this.’ Cal- 
vin says, ‘there isa decree from the eternal God 
that all drink.’ Caly. Inst. c. 17, lib. 4. The Ca- 
tholics teach, that the words, ‘drink ye all of this,’ 
were addressed to the Apostles, for, in Mark 14, 24, 
we read ‘and they all drank of it.’ 

5th. Whether the words of St. Paul to Tim. 1, c. 
2, v. 5, ‘there is one Mediator of God and men, the 
‘man Christ Jesus,’ exclude the invocation and in- 
tercession of Saints, as Dr. Brownlee and our ad- 
versaries affirm, or do not exclude the invocation 


and intercession of Saints as the Catholics affirm 2} 
They, evidently, do not condemn the invocation of | 


Saints upon earth: otherwise the Apostle would not 
have said, ‘ Brethren pray for us.’ 1 Thess. 3, 25. 
Now, logical preacher of the Middle Dutch Church, 






| 
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The Bi-| 


The Doway Bible in England | 
is approved and sanctioned by the Catholic Bishops | 


The Lutherans | 


4th. Whether Christ binds all men to receive the | 


Vou. lv. 


pose ; but the Scripture, when its sense is obscure 
and doubtful, cannot so plainly pronounce sentence 
that it may be plainly understood by the contending 
parties. For, if it clearly pronounce sentence, its 
isense would be plain and manifest, which is con- 
‘trary to the supposition. Therefore, in such a case 
‘the Scripture cannot bea Judge. Preacher Browp- 
lee may tell us, and has told us already, that though 
'the sense of Scripture may be obscure in one place, 
/it may not be obscure in another place, and that by 
the place which is clear the scripTuRE may judge of 
‘the place which is obscure. But, Rev. Doctor, if 
‘this be the case, why is there not a termination to 
||the controversies that exist between yourselves 1— 
| Why do not the Lutherans and Calvinists, when they 
| dispute about some obscure passage, run immediately 
|to another which is plain? And if they do, why ig 
there not an end to their strife? Farther allow us 
'}to tell you, that it is one thing to say the words of 
the Scripture are plain, and other thing to say the 
sense of Scripture is plain. Mark this, most eru- 
dite and logical theologue. The plainness of the 
| words depends on the knowledge of grammar, but 
|, the sense of the Scripture depends on the intention 
and counsel of the Holy Ghost, and you will confess 
| that aman may be perfect in the knowledge of his 
|| grammar and yet very ignorant of the meaning of 
the Holy Ghost. It may happen that the words of 
the Scripture may be very plain, yet the sense of 
'the words as intended by the Holy Ghost may be 
obscure ; for example, the words of Christ, ‘ this is 
|, my body—this is my blood,’ may be understood by 
all men, whether Christians, Jews, Turks, or Gen- 
tiles, in their grammatical sense—but the controver- 
sies as to their meaning are endless among Chris- 
|tians. We may say the same of the words in St. 
|| John—* Mary Magdalen cometh early to the monu- 
ment, when it was yet dark ;’ and in those of St. 
Mark, ‘She came to the monument the sun being 
|risen.’ Nothing can be plainer than the words now 
|| quoted ; yet, because the first seem to be contrary 
| to the second, it may be dodbted, and with reason, 
|| what the proper sense of them is, and how they may 
agree with one another. Does it not often happen, 
|| Rey. Sir, that one party thinks a Scripture text clear 
‘}and manifest, which the other holds to be obscure 
What is to be done in such a case? 
|| What judge is to be admitted? The Scripture cer- 
| tainly cannot be the judge, the controversy bemg 
|, about the meaning of it. Must not another judge 
| be looked for? For example: we and the Calvin- 
ists dispute about the descent of Christ into hell, 
which they deny. We maintain that he did descend 
into hell, and for our belief we adduce a two-fold 
testimony. The one is from the creed ‘ he descend- 
led into hell,’ the other is from the Acts, ‘thou wilt 
notYleave my soul in hell.’ We say that both these 
| testimonies are clear and evident. «The Calvinists 
| deny both, and, with their obscure interpretation, 
| make both places most obscure. They interpret the 
| first in this sense, ‘ he descended into hell,’ that is, 
| he suffered on the cross most cruel and horrible tor- 
ments of a damned and forlorn man, that oppressed 
with anguish he was forced to cry out * My God 
why hast thou forsaken me.’ They take the latter 
in this sense, *’Thou shalt not leave my carcase in 
the grave.’ Caly. lib. 2, inst. c. 16. Catechism 
Heidelberg. ques. 44. Now, what is to be done 
here? To what judge shall we appeal? If we ask 
| counsel of the Scripture, it will merely repeat what 
| it said before ; it will not add one iota to that which 
jis already written. But the controversy is about 
| the meaning of what the Scripture said before, and 
| this controversy can never be ended by what has 
been already said. If, then, even during the exis- 
tence of the controversy, the Scripture exist in the 
same identical terms, is it not clear that the contro- 
| versy can never be decided by the Scripture, and 
that we must, of necessity, have recourse to some 
other judge ! 

We and our adversaries agree, that there is no 
true baptism without the form, ‘ I baptize thee in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 

Ghost.’ But, if some one should deny this to be 
the sense of the words of the Redeemer, ‘teach ye 
all nations, baptizing them,’ &c. &e., and should 
| say that the form of baptism above cited, is not ne- 
cessary, but that an inward will of baptizing in the 
name of the holy Trinity is sufficient, how should he 
| be confuted? Could this be done by the Scripture ? 
| Never, seeing that in the words of the Redeemer, 
there is no vocal invocation of the blessed Trinity 
‘said to be necessary. How then do we know that 
this ought to be the form of baptism, ‘I baptize thee 
in the name’ &c.? You only know it from the 
practice and tradition of the church, and if you re- 
ject these, you can never overcome your adversary, 
| who may deny the necessity of this*form, ‘I baptize 
thee, &c.’ 
Christ says ‘ unless a man be born again of water 





| 


| and the spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of 


|| God.’ This place according to the true and lawful 
| sense, is understood of the necessity of baptism with 


You say, ‘every scholar knows that Luther, when ! it is evident, that, in these and in similar controver-|| water, as the Lutherans themselves confess; yet, 
more illumined from monkish ignorance, did admit | sies, we must have recourse to some judge, and that} the Calvinists deny it ' How can they be refuted 


the epistle of St. James in the canon.’ A little at-|| the Scripture cannot be our judge, we prove by two| by the Lutherans? 


tention, most consistent * Writer,’ while we ‘ insert 
the hook in your nose.’ Submit to the operation 
with the grace becoming a ‘ Gentleman.’ In your 





‘arguments. 


Not by the Scripture, for, 


‘although water be named in the text, yet it is not 


First, the judge ought to pronounce sentence, in | so named, as that it should be understood of true 


such manner, that the litigating parties may under- 


and natural water; for in another place, it is called 


letter No. 3, 3d column, page 78 Truth Teller, you | stand it ; otherwise his sentence would be to no pur- | fire, as in Luke 3, v. 16, ‘He shall baptize you in 
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irit and fire,’ and yet it is not understood of true 


fire. Therefore, how does it appear, that, in the 
former place, true water isto he understood, or how 
will the Lutherans prove it against the Calvinists ? 
Not by any other means than by the practice, order 
and tradition of the church. 


THE JESUIT. 


3d. Does the Bible contain the whole of the word | 
of God, or does it not ? 

Sufficient proof has been given in our letters, that | 
Preacher Brownlee’s Protestant rule of faith, can-| 
not be a safe guide to a future world—it establishes | 


NO Basis for divine faith—if followed, it musT GUIDE 





Again, Christ, in the institution of the blessed sa- 
crament, said,.‘ Eat and drink ;’ and in the washing | 
of feet he said, ‘ And you ought to wash one ano-_ 
thers feet... Our adversaries say, that, in the first, | 
there is a precept, but not in the latter words. We! 
ask how are they certain of this? Why do they 
think themselves bound to receive the sacrament 
under both kinds, and not obliged to wash one ano- 
thefs feet? They certainly cannot prove this from 
the ‘words of Scripture, for these words, ‘ eat and 
drink,’ seem to indicate no other meaning, than if a 
friend should’ say to his guests, ‘eat and drink,’ | 
without intending to oblige to eat or to drink—on | 
the other hand, the words ‘ You ought to wash the | 
feet of one another,’ strongly import a precept, and | 
are as imperative as these words of a master to his 
servants, * You must do that work.’ How then do 
our adversaries know that these words do not oblige | 
them to wash the feet of one another, sceing that | 
the words themselves plainly import an obligation ? 
They know this only by the tradition of the church. 
For the church never looked on this washing as ne- 
cessary, which would not have been the case had 
she thought that she was obliged to do it, by the 
command of Christ. We repeat, Rev. Doctor, the 
Scripture may be considered, Ist, according to the 
outward and bare letter, and 2dly, according to the 
sense intended by the Holy Ghost. But, in neither 
of these two ways can it be the judge of controversy. 
Not in the former, as we have fully proved that the 
‘letter killeth ;’ nor is it to be the judge in the se- 
cond way, viz. according to the sense intended by | 
the Holy Ghost, because the sense of the Scripture 
is often so obscure and doubtful, that there is need | 
of some other judge to define its true meaning.— | 
Thus, Rev. and consistent preacher, do we ‘keep 
the hook in your nose,’ and exhibit you to the chris- 





tian and reflecting public, as a mere retailer of pue- || 


rile assertion and malicious falsehood. You are a 
defeated man, and we assure you that to us, after. 
the pains we have taken to bring you to sober think- 
ing, it is no consolation to hear every one capable 
of judging of our labors saying, ‘ nec habet victoria 
Jaudem.’ 

Your rule leads to downright Deism, since it can- 
not establish neither the canonicity, nor the authen- 
ticity, nor the divinity of the Scriptures. 


the Scripture is his only rule of faith. 


authenticity, or the inspiration of its own books— 
therefore, our consistent theologian cannot believe 


in’ the canonicity, authenticity, divinity, or inspira. | 
tion of the Scriptures ; therefore, His RULE makes | 


him a Deist!!! After this what will his ‘ virtuous 
ladies’ think of him ? 


logic and theology, and thank them for rescuing the 


Scriptures and Christianity from a rule which aban- | 


dons them to the derision of the scoffer, the Deist, 
and the Infidel. 


Ere we conclude, the indulgence of our readers | 


is claimed for a few remarks on the notorious TENTH, 
the deep toned growl of Calvinistic peace and love, 
uttered by the religious minister who vaunts fami- 
liarity with AN interior spirit, intimacy with the 
‘Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost,’ and fel- 
lowship with ‘highly intelligent’ and ‘ virtuous la- 
dies.’ 
falsehood, joined to ungentleman-like language, bold 
calumnies, and rancorous malice, it stands unrival- 
led. So much of these bitter and damning elements 
we never expected to meet with in any human be- 
ing, much less in a predestined clergyman treating 
of the concerns of religion. Had he been sincere 
in his ‘CHALLENGE’ to discuss those matters con- 
nected with eternal things, his motto would have 
been— 
———_—_——Let no passion stir— 
Wake all to REASON, let her reign ALONE.’ 

But reason, where is it? Any thing rather than 
reason has been his weapon in controversial fight. 
Could it have been anticipated, that, in the defence 


and probation of bis rule of faith and judge of con-|| 


troversies, he would thus have exhibited his native 


is ey . . = © if a | . 
d positions, no consideration should have prevailed || Tae present Pore.—An American gentleman, who | 
over us to induce an acceptance of his gasconade | 


invitation to polemic contest—in peace and in war 
we would have shunned him with as much pruden- 
tial watch over our safety, as the ‘ virtuous ladies’ 
who practice the preacher’s rules of rhetoric while 
vending the inhabitants of the deep at Billingsgate. 
If assertion be proof, and vituperation and falsehood 
defence, of his rule of faith and judge of controver- 


sy, they have been amply proved and heroically de-| 


fended. Our remarks on those vital topics are now 
before the public ; and aware of its decision, for it 


| discussion on his rule of faith. 


Hear it, | 
ye christian people, preacher Brownlee says that || 
But the 

Scripture cannot prove either the canonicity, or the || 


We suspect, that, on serious 
reflection, they will give the Priests credit for sound | 


to Deism and Infidelity. 
| What shall be the next subject of discussion be- | 
tween us and preacher Brownlee? This question 
|is answered by ascertaining which is the next topic 
|in the logical order of dependancy. 
| discovered ? 





| j ‘ . i] . ’ isc ws HS ae: ‘ ; 7 i 
| When preacher Brownlee proclaimed his ‘ cuat teligious hotse in which it was deposited was suppressed. 


LENGE,’ he was, or should have been, influenced by 
the sole desire of eliciting truth. He was, perhaps, 
‘anxious to convert the Catholic Bishop and Priests 
to Calvinism. We, of course, the objects of his re- 
ligious zeal, were equally anxious to ascertain the 
basis on which his creed was founded. This led to 
How it has fared, 
the preacher’s No. 10 is the best evidence. Having 
disposed of his rule of faith, or, in other words, the 
foundation of his religion, the next topic evidently 
is, What are the articles of creed determined by his 


| rule of faith, which must be believed in order to se- 


cure salvation? Will the preacher refuse to enter 
on this matter? If he do he will act irrationally. 
We wish to be illumined. The Bible alone, he says, 
is the ‘rule of faith of every Protestant’—‘ the Bi- 
ble,’ he affirms, ‘contains the whole religion of the 
Protestant.’, If we should adopt Calvinism for our 
religion, what, then, are the necessary articles of faith 


expressed in the Bible, and which must be believed, 


that we may secure our final salvation ? This is the 
next question in the logical order of dependancy. 
It is one of great and vital importance. Should the 
preacher in the Middle Dutch Church decline dis- 
cussion on this subject, our direct controversy with 
HIM is terminated. If he enter on it, he is request- 
ed to give proof, not assertion, argument, not ribald 
declamation, truth, not falsehood. 
We are his courteous servants, 
JOHN POWER, 
THOS. C. LEVINS. 
New York, June 25, 1833. 
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BOSTON, JULY 6, 1833. | 














Divine Service will be performed, next Sunday, in the 
Catholic Church in South Boston. 





We publish to-day the reply of the Rev. Messrs. Power 
and Levins to Dr. Brownlee’s last. It is just such a reply 
as might have been expected, and as became Roman Ca- 
tholic clergymen to give, who have to deal with a low, ob- 
| scene, unprincipled, shuffling adversary. 


What a contrast 
will the pieces of these Rev. clergymen, the Catholic and 
the Presbyterian, make when published in the book form. 
And what a triumph will it be to Cathdlicity to behold the 
proud assailer of its doctrines, and vilifier of its practices, 
Lumbled to the dust, though not converted from his evil 
ways! One great good will certainly result from this con- 
troversy: it will teach the curs of the reformation not to 
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Ancient Srarur.—Theve is now preserved:in the Car- 
melite Church, in white Friar street, Dublin, a very inter- 
esting semple of ancient sculpture—a statue of the Virgin, 
with the Inrant Jesus IN HER ARMs, carved in Irish oak, 
as large as life. The style of the execution is dry and 


\| thic, yet it has considerable merit, and is by many attribu- 
»| ted to the pupil of Albert Durer’s school, to whose time and 
|} manner it seems to belong 


There are some traditional 


| circumstances relative to the preservation of this statue, 
which are interesting. It was originally a distinguished 
| ornament in St. Mary’s Abbey, at the north side of Dublin, 
Can this be | 


where it was not less an object of religious reverence than 
of admiration for the beauty of its construction. (See Arch- 
dall’s Monasticon.} Its fame, however, was lost when the 


The Abbey was given to the Earl of Ormond for stables 
for his train, and the beautiful relic alluded to was con- 
demned, and supposed to have been consigned to the flames. 


| One half of the statue was actually burnt, but it was for- 


tunately the less important moiety, and when placed in a 
niche, the deficiency is somewhat concealed. The portion 
remaining was carried to a neighboring inn-yard, where, 
with its face buried in the ground, and the hollow trunk 
appearing uppermost, it was appropriated to the’ ignoble 
purpose of apie rroven! In this situation it remained 
until the irreligious tempest had subsided,-and the Vanda- 
lism of the Iconoclasts had passed away, and then it was 
restored to its ancient respect in the humble chapel of St. 
Michan’s parish, Mary’s lane, which had timidly ventur- 
ed to rise out of the ruins of the great monastery, to which 
the statue originally belonged. During the long night of 
its obscurity a great change had, however, taken place in 
the spirit of the times, more dangerous to its safety than 
even the abhorrence of its Iconoclast enemies. No longer 
an object of admiration to any except the curious antiquary, 
| it was considered of such little value by its owners, that 
within the last few years, the ancient silver crown which 
adorned the head, was sold for its mere intrinsic value, and 
melted down as old plate. ‘The statue would most proba- 
| bly have shared the fate of its coronet, had it been com- 
| posed of an equally precious material, but fortunately it was 
rescued for a trifling sum by the Very, Rev. John Spratt, 
Prior of the Carmelite Convent, White Friar street, where 
it is at present deposited, at the Epistle side of the High 
Altar.—Tiprrrary Freer Press. 





TO DR. BROWNLEE, 

NESTORIAN PRESBYTERIAN PREACHER. 
Dear Sir—In the gospel of St. Luke, chap. I, we 
read—‘ Elizabeth was filled with the Holy Ghost, 
and she spoke out with a loud voice and said—Bless- 
ed art thou among women, and blessed is the fruit 
\of thy womb; and whence is this to me that the 
MOTHER OF MY LorD shall cometo me?’ I need not 
tell you that the Lorp in the Scriptures always 
|means God. Hence, the mother of the Lord means 
the mother of God, and the Holy Spirit speaking to 

you in the Scriptures condemns you as heretic. 
| You will find in the notes to the constitution of 
\the Presbyterian church, page 31, 163, 167, a great 
many texts of the Scriptures to prove the same truth, 
The divine and the human nature of Christ never 
exist separately from the divine person which is the 
only one that gives their subsistence, as the theolo- 
gicians say—and to this person all the operations 
are attributed. So that we very properly say the 
word was made flesh, the word was born, was cru- 
cified, and died, &c. &c. You have this doctrine 
in the confession of faith of the Presbyterian church, 
chap. 8, v. 2—* The Son of God did take upon him 
man’s nature and all the essential properties and 
common infirmities thereof, yet without sin ; being 


bark in future so Loupiy, as they Imve been too much in conceived by the Holy Ghost in the womb of the 
the practice of doing, against good old mother church, Virgin Mary, of her ‘substance. So that the two 
| when she walks abroad. It will teach them to respecther, whole perfect natures, the godhead and the man- 
at least, if they do not loye her, and her sacred institutions, hood, were inseparably joined together in one per- 
and net dare to provoke her again to exercise so effectually SON, without conversion, composition, or confusion. 


For shift and subterfuge, contradiction and | 


upon them the chastising rod. This controversy must be 
|| preserved, and handed down to future generations,—to 
| point out to them the rock upon which Brownlee split, and 
upon which all future Brownlees are just as sure to split, 


AS THEY WILL UNDERTAKE TO DEFEND THE PROTESTANT 


RULE OF FAITH. 


THE FAIR. 

We are gratified to learn that the sum of $1,943 were 
received lately in Philadelphia, at the Ladies’ Fair, in aid 
of the Prune street schools, under the Sisters of Charity. 
We flatter ourselves the ladies in Boston will not be behind 

'| them in industry and exertion in getting up theirs. One 
and the same zeal, if not the same extent of ability, will 
ever be found among the members of the GREAT FAMILY, 
|| wherever scattered, in works of christian benevolence and 


| charity. 





| was introduced, in April last, to the Pope, and held conver- 
|| sation with him, mentions to us in a letter from Rome, that 
|| His Holiness appears to be a very amiable, courteous and 


|character. He spoke Italian only. The questions which 
| he put concerning the ecclesiastical affairs of Philadelphia, 
‘| denoted that he was well informed and earnest on the sub- 


|ject. The same traveller had several interviews with 


|| Mezzorantt, the universal linguist of almost universal re- 
\|nown.» This savant observed that he was then engaged in 
| studying the Indian dialects of North America. He speaks 
| * Py . 

| very good English, but with a slight accent, and shews an 


\| sensible old man, and that his countenance expresses that | 


What person is very God, and very man, yet one 
Christ.” In the larger catechism of the Preshyte- 
rian Church you have question 40—‘ Why was it 
necessary that the Mediator should be God and man 
in one person ?—A., * It was requisite that the Me- 
diator who was to reconcile God and man should 
himself be both God and man, and thie in one per- 
son; that the proper works of nature might be ac» 
cepted of God for us, and relied on by us, as the 
works of the whole person.’ Q. 47. ‘ How did 
Christ humble himself in bis conception and birth ?” 
A. ‘Christ humbled himself in that being from the 
eternity the son of God, he was pleased to become 
‘the son of man, made of a woman.’ Hence, the 
| Virgin Mary is his mother. 

In the-Apostles’ creed we confess that we believe 
\in Jesus Christ his only son our Lord, (that is our 
|God) who was conceived of the Holy Ghost, born 
of the blessed Virgin Mary. It is evident that the 
nominative case of the verbs was eonceived, and 
| was born, is our Lord, or our God; therefore we 
profess that the Son of God who is equal to his Fa- 
| ther, was conceived, &c. 

I have before me the Psalms and Hymns, with 
‘the Catechism, Confession of Faith, and Liturgy of 
| the Reformed Dutch Church in North America, 
\which is your church, and in the page 502, 
|we find the following—Q. ‘Is Chiist’s Godhead 
ee into humanity? No: for Godhead is im- 

mutable. How is he become man? By assuming 
‘human nature into a personal union with his divine. 


has already been expressed, we again repeat the || extensive acquaintance with English literature. He is of | Did he bring his human nature from heaven? No 


a stated in our letters No. 1, 2, 3. 
ave not yet been proved ! 
Ist. How does the preacher in the Middle Dutch 
Church know the Bible to be the Word of God ? 
2d. How does he know which books were written 
by divine inspiration ? 


They 





'| small stature, with black eyes of great vivacity,and a visage | 


| a acute altogether. His demeanor is kind and 
|| simple. Pp 

‘| elocution of the Americans to that of the British. He has 
been appointed Librarian of the Vatican Library, the Ab- 
| bate Mai having been made Secretary of the Propagande. 


|| —NationaLt GazerTre. 


fe told his visiter that he much preferred the | 





—but he took it on him of the Virgin Mary by the 
operation of the Holy Ghost, and is thus become 
like unto us his brethren in all things, sin excepted.’ 
It is plain from this text that the Divine Person be- 
came man, by assuming from the Virgin Mary our 
‘human nature; and therefore she is the mother of 
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that nature, which receives subsistence only from he you quote, but in the Hyponostic lib. 5 cap. 5 || captive Jews ; it was not finished until the reign of 


Vou. IV, 


divive person, and not from any humaw person ; || which is not of St. Augustine, and besides the author Titus. ish? 
aod it cannot be said with Nestorius that she is the || speaks against the Pelagians who admitted a third || The great wall of China is conducted over the 
mother of Christ and not the mother of God, be- || eternal place where the souls of the infants who died ‘summit of high mountains, across deep valleys and 
cause this would suppose that the person of Christ || without baptism will be kept happy for ever. This |,over wide rivers by means of arches. Its extent ig 
is not the divine person, but humane person, which third eternal place St. Augustine objected to, but computed at 1500 miles : in some parts it is 25 feet 
is flat heresy. ‘such a place has not even the least similarity with |,in height, and at the top 16 feet thick. 

I beg leave to bring to your recollection the fol-|| Purgatory, or a temporal place of sufferings. This. 
lowing verses from the above quoted Hymn Book of | can be very easily observed by reading the beginning 
your church : | of the chapter, but you did what the Spaniards style, 











Married in the church of the Hoty Cross, June 27, John 


}} 
i 


1} i os - Pp; ro '|Mullen and Drusilla M. Ellis; 29, Stephen M’Kenna and 
But God, his Father, heard him ery, || ‘ to commence the creed from Pontius Pilate’ whom | Mary Quinn ; 30, Francis M'Mullen and Ann Higgins. 
Rais'd from the dead, he reigns on high—p 47. | vou will have crucified, dead and buried, rose again 


The same person that cried is the Son ef God, and | from the dead, &c. a series of blasphemies that.no | en 

was raised from the dead. Suppose that a member | christian can hear ; but if you read the creed from | Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since the publi 

of your congregation would ask you how could the | the beginning all is right. || cation of the last “ Jesuit.” px 

son of God cry and be raised from the dead? Si- | Respectfully, your affectionate | Mrs. Mary L. Madigan, 30 years; Mrs. Ann Fonton, 65 
‘ FELIX VARELA. 


. : . } 
milar is your question, when you ask how can God | 





| years: Mary Ann Keyes, 12 days; Bridget Devoy, 40 years ; 





have a mother. 


Thus by the woman’s promis’d seed, 
The serpent’s head was broke. —p. 77 


I need not tell you that this means the destruction | 


of the original sin which can be done only by God. | received long ago, animadverting upon an expres- || per year. It will be sold on reasonable terms 
Therefore if the woman’s seed, that is the Son of | sion in a review, that the Council of Trent was not || be made to the Rev. DENNIS RYAN. 


Mary can do it, the Son of Mary is God, and she is | received in Ireland. We beg to apologize to the | ~ 
the Mother of God. | writer for our apparent neglect; and we flatter our- | 


They nail him to the shameful tree, 


There hung my Lord, who died for me. ‘| he deemed material.—Eds. Brit. Cath. Mag. \| 


I am sure that the son of Mary was nailed, and that 
he is the Lord, that is God, who died for us. 


die? Will you dare say that a pure man died ? 

Hearnow Luther. ‘ Reperit (Maria) se esse pet 
MATREM super omnes homines exaltatam.’ Tom. 1 
com. super magnificat. Thatis, ‘ She (Mary) found | 
herself to be the Morner oF Gop exalted above all 
men.’ 

Hear now Calvin. ‘Christ est le fils de Dieu 
envoye du ciel. Saint Paul dit qu’iceluy meme a 
este fait de femme pource qu’il a vestu notre na- 
ture.’ (Sur!’Epistre aux Galatian, chap. 4.) That 
is, ‘ Christ is the Son of God sent from heaven. St. 
Paul tells us that this very one was made of a wo- 
man, because he assumed our nature.’ Does not 
this mean that the B. Virgin is the Mother of God ? 

Bishop Pearson an eminent Protestant divine says 
in his Exposition of the Creed, page 310— From 
these three, true conception, nutrition, and parturi- 
tion, we must acknowledge that the Blessed Virgin 
was truly and properly the Mother of our Saviour. 
And also is she frequently styled the Mother of Je- 
sus, and in the language of the Evangelists, and by 
Elizabeth particularly, the * Mother of her Lord,’ 
as also by the general consent of the church (be- 
cause he that was born of her was God) the Dei- 
para; which being a compound title began in the 
Greek charch, was resolved into its parts by Latins, 
and so the Virgin was plainly named the Mother of 
God.’ In the notes to this text Bishop Pearson 
proves that the Blessed Virgin has been called and 
considered as Mother of God from the remotest an- 
tiquity, and Julian the Apostate derided the Chris- 
tians (as you do now after such an honorable prece- 
dent) for thinking that cop could be born of a wo- 
man. 

Usher who is highly considered among Protest- 
ants, says (Ann. page 566) * The Angel saluted the 
Blessed Virgin, and he announced to her that she 
would bring forth the Son of God.’ 
thus conceived, the Mother of the Lord went in haste 
to the mountain, &c.’ Let any impartial reader 
judge whether Arch-Bishop Usser did not believe 
that the Blessed Virgin is the Mother of God. 
members of the Dutch church will not doubt it, for 
they have in their catechism by Hellenbroek the fol-! 


lowing question, ‘ What is God’s most significant |ment will prove satisfactory to you and your read- || 


name? The name Jehovah or Lord.’ 

Allow me, dear Sir, a-short digression, to which 
I am led by your catechism. We never call the 
Pope God, but even if we should, your catechism 
would explain our meaning in the 7th quest. and its 
answer. ‘Q. Yet the name of God is given'to an- 
gels and magistrates? Ans. There it is figuratively 
transferred.’ Now you are stabbed as usual with 
your own sword, for you either admit magistrates 
Gods, or do justice to the Catholics. 

Returning to our subject, if you think that the 
Catholics are so very ignorant as to mean by the 
words, Mother of God, that the B. Virgin is the Mo- 
ther of the divine nature or substance of God; we 
pity you for your eredulity ; and if you think that 
the human nature of Jesus is not the fruit of the B. 
Virgin, or that said nature is without subsistence 
(taking this word in its theological sense) or that it 
derives its subsistence from a human person and not 
from the divine person, which is the only one in, 
Christ, then you are a heretic condemned by every 
denomination of Christianity. 1 do believe that you | 
da not intend to support this heresy, but your only 
intention is to gratify your passion by charging the 
Catholics, with the absurd assertion that the Blessed 
Virgin produced the substance of God. The least 
evil you have done to yourself as well as the com- 
munity, is the waste of time. Less noise Dr. Brown- 
lee and more argument. 

T am afraid that the space allowed in the columns 
of the Truth Teller for each communication on the 
controversy will be filled with what I have already 


written, and therefore L only can tell you this time || teen hundred feet in circumference ; it is said that it | 4” yy Talley, 


in regard to the authority of St Augustine which | 


Will. 
you ask how God could be nailed and how could he }visit the Sister Isle, and was most happy in being | 
introduced, at Drogheda, upon the festival of the 
Assumption, to the Most Rev. Dr. Curtis, Primate 
I found him the truly 
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selves, that we present to the public that part, which 


TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC MAGAZINE. 
In the month of August, 1829, I had occasion to 


of all Ireland. 





pietate gravem et meritis virum, 
Iste regit dictis animos et pectora mulcet. 


He was to me all kindness, willing, I may say, || 
most anxious to render me any service and to give || 
I had been commissioned to || 


me every information. 
make all possible inquiry with regard to the recep- 
tion of the Council of Trent in Ireland, and as I 


preferred having'a declaration upon this subject in || 
writing, T wrote to the Venerable Archbishop short- | 


ly after my visit to him, and he, in his accutomed | 
kindness and punctuality, immediately answered my | 
letter in the following satisfactory manner. 

“Rev. and Dear Sir—I shall endeavor to afford 
you the most satisfactory answer in my power to 
your inquiries. You seem chiefly to deplore the fa- 
tal effeets resulting in Britain, as well as here, from 
the non-reception of the Council of Trent in some 
few of our Irish Districts, and you ask me, if it has, 
at length, been published in them, and if so, from | 


|what precise date such reception is to be securely | 
counted. 


My answer is, that the 

has been solemnly published and received in all the Dis- | 
tricts or Dioceses alluded to above, (namely in: the | 
Archbishopric of Dublin and its three suffragan Sees, | 


Kildare and Leighlin, Ferns and Ossory, in the |, 
Episcopal See of Meath, of this province (U]ster) || 


and in the Wardenship of Galway) on the 2nd of | 
December, 1827, but thirty days were then allowed, | 
before the Council should begin to oblige there, | 
which accordingly took place on the Ist of January, | 
1828, and from thence its effects and due obsery- | 
ance are to be dated in said Districts, as they ar 
and long have been in all the others. This salutary 
measure was unanimously carried, after many and 


‘Christ being |long consultations, held in the general meetings of 


our Prelates, and even with the Holy See; but the 
consent of all the clergy and laity of said Districts | 
had not been obtained until then; nor was it an 


The |easy matter,” &c.—I honor to be, Rev. and Dear || 
P. Curtis, App. || 


Sir, your faithful servant in Xst. 
I hope, Mr. Editor, the above authentic docu- 


ers, and remove any false impressions, that may | 
| have been occasioned, though IT have no doubt unin- 
tentionally, by the erroneous statement of our re-| 
viewer. Wishing you every success in your publi-| 
cation, | remain, most respectfully yours, L—n. 





Brsuop or Cioyyxr ann Ross.—We have creat pleasure 
in informing our readers that the appointment of the Rev. 
Dr. Crotty, late President of the College of Maynooth, to | 
the see of Cloyne and Ross, vacated by the demise of the 
late lamented Dr. Collins. has been confimmed by the Holy 
See. The vast extent of Dr. Crotty’s learnine—his exem- 

| plary piety—his zeal for promoting the interests of the 
church—his venerable apnearance and uniform dignity of 
deportment, tempered with the most condescending and 
undistineuishing urbanity, will secure to his late promotion 
the cordial approbation, as well of the clergy as of the 
| laity, in the very extensive and enlightened diocess to | 
_which the Rev. Doctor has been called. His long super- | 
| intendance ofa college in Spain for the education of cleri- 
| cal students from Ireland, and his connexion with the Col- | 
| lege of Maynooth for the last few years as President, have | 
given him such perfection in the arduous science of eccle- | 
siastical government, that the duties of his episcopate will | 


| appear to him neither new nor difficult—Catn. Heratp. | 





| Hox. anp Rev. Geoncr Spencer.—This eminent con- | 
| vert haying been ordained in Rome returned to his native 

land to aid in the work of the ministry. His visit to Tre- | 
land has aroused the zeal of some transatlantic evangeli- | 
| cal, who has quite courteously challenged him to the field | 
|of controversy. We shall give the invitation in our next | 
| as a matter of theological curiosity. —U. S. Miss. 
quiniidectiiine 
| Worxs or Art.—The Coliseum at Rome is six- | 





i 


will contain one hundred thousand persons. Ves- 


1 CEES 


The following extract is from a letter, which we | 


} 
| 
i| 
; 
| 
| 


|| price fail to please. 


‘ouncil of Trent || 


| . . 
i} honor him with their commands. 
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FOR SALE 


} 


r the town of Whitefield, a Farm, containing one hundred 


18 and twenty five acres of good land ; also a good house and 

| barn; and a large orchard. It yields from 15 to 20 tons of hay 

Application to 
April. 6. 





| Te PORSES, Carriages and Chaises’ to let by FRANCIS 


|| £64 LAFFERTY, at the Exchange Stable. 


* * Arso—Stabling for Horses. 


April 27, 
15 WATER STREET. 
lad m5 P. M’KAY. w iota 
Q WP himmscar of Pct pei » Ww ould avail 
> ims S$ opportunity to re- 
25%, turn his sincere thanks to his patrons and 
rAWa/ the public generally, for the liberal share 
pa of support which they have been pleased 
yes to confer on him since his commencement 
| [EAA SS “4 in business, and would respectfully solicit 
j AY ae = a a continuance, at the same time assuring 
| them that he will spare no pains nor personal attention to ren- 











'| der and execute the smallest favor bestowed in his4ine at once 


the most reasonable and satisfactory, and feels a degree of plea- 
sure and confidence in saying that the articles now offered for 
| sale to the ladies and gentlemen cannot in point of quality and 
Fine gold plated lockets; fine do. jet, pearl, 
chased and plain finger rings; fine do.pearl, jet & paste broochs, 
harp, shamrock, rose, eross and other patterns; silver thimbles; 
do. toothpicks ; do. tea spoons, plated table and tea, do. ; satin 
stone necklaces ; scissors ; spectacles ; penknives ; ladies and 
| gentlemen's gilt morocco pocket books with and without clasps; 
| rhadiographic three slit pens, with and without German silver 
eases and ivory handles; double and single ivory and horn 
| pocket combs ; watch chains, seals, keys and trimmings gene- 
rally ; warranted English watches, from 14 to $25 each; do. 
eight day gilt and mahogany timepieces, Ke. 
March 23. eptf 
JUST PUBLISHED, 


AA * . in . 
| 4Q\, Federal and Franklin streets, Tur Cartcnism oF THE 
| 


Couxciu. or Trent, announced as being in the Press some 
time ago. The same work may be had of John Doyle and 
| James Ryan, New York; of John M’Guigan, Philadelphia; 
| of Rev. Mr. Figeac, Washington, D. C.; of Mr. P. Toimey, 
| Frederick, Maryland ; at the Office of the Catholic Telegraph, 


|| Cineinnati, Ohio: and of John King, Charleston, S. C. 


Price, $1,50 cents per copy. 

Also an excellent little work, entitled, Tur Cross 1n 11s 
|| TRUE LIGHT. Price, 25 cents. June 1. 
| FOR BOSTON. 
« TO sail on the 10th of March next, from Dublin to 
| ““ Boston, the fast sailing brig Sisters, Capt Pitt; to 
persons in Boston and vicinity, desirous of sending for their 
friends and securing their passage here, the present opportu- 
| nity presents every facility in attaining that object. Terms 





|| made known by applying to D. Timoney, 15 Water Street. 


Reference to the Rt Rev Bishop Fenwick. 
| N. B. The time for agreeing for this passage is limited to 
| the Ist of September. June 29. 

| JOHN NUGENT, 

ENERAL Cabinet Furniture, Chair, Feather Bed, and 
Mattress Warehouse, No. 25 & 27 Cornhill, late Market 





|| Street, Boston. 


N. B. J. N. would recommend to persons from the country 
| wanting to purchase Furniture, to call as above and examine 
| for themselves, before they purchase elsewhere. Jan. 5. 


WELROY---TAILOR, 





No. 12, East Corner Warren Avenue, CHARLESTOWN, 
B) ESPECTFULLY informs his friends and the public that 
i RY he carries on the above business with the strictest atten- 
tion to punctuality. He flatters himself that from his experi- 
| ence in the various branches of his profession, he shall be ena- 
| bled to give the utmost satisfaction to those who may please to 
Navy and Military work 
Feb 2. 


| done in a first rate style, and with despatch. 








LIST OF AGENTS FOR THE 
Fourth Vol. of the 
JESUIT, orn CATHOLIC SENTINEL. 
John Tardi, Quebec. Rev.F.O' Donohue, Salina,N Y. 
Maurice Moriarty, Montreal. T. Mooney, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Rev.C.D.French, Portland,Me. John Manning, Albany, N. Y. 
Rev.J.O Callaghan, Burlington | Ticunderoga, 
Patrick Mooney, Boston. Essex Co. N. Y. 





P. Denvir, Charlestown. Rev.P.Rafferty, Pittsbhurgh,Pa. 
Rev. J. Mahony, Lowell. Rev-A.Wainwright, Baltimore. 
Patrick Powers, 6 John Spalding, Pleasant Hill, 
Rev. Wm. Wiley, Salem. Chas. Co. Md. 
| Matthew Newport, “ — |J.D.Murphy, Washington,D.C. 
| D. O'Callahan, Watertown, Ms. | George- 
| Rev. P. Kannavan, Sandwich. | town, D. C. 


| Rev. P. Connolly, Providence. Robert Camm, Norfolk, Va. 
| Rev. Mr. Ryan, Whitefield, Me. J. Haseltine, Bardstown, Ky. 
| Rev. John Corry, Taunton. M. O'Dillon, Savannah, Geo, 
Hartford. |M.P.Cassilly, Cineinnati,Ohie. 
| Rev.J.M’ Dermott, New Haren. Rev.R.P.Miles,Zanesville, “ 


you quoted against Purgatory ; that it is not in the |) pasian employed in its construction thirty thousand | P.J.M'Namara, Rochestér N.Y. 'F. C. Hase, Perryville, Mis 


\ ND now for sale at P. Mooney’s Book Store, corner of _ 
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